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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-51 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shaffer et al 
OJ. S. Patent No. 6,092,114) in view of Wecker et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,311,058). 

4. As per claim 1, Shaffer et al teach a method for transmitting an image comprising the 
steps of: 

receiving image data in a first file format at a first server (column 2, lines 30-42; email 
attachments may be image data); 

converting said image data in a second file format, limited to a specified file size 
(abstract, lines 7-12); 

transferring said image to a second server over a first path (column 1, lines 28-35, 
column 5, lines 14-18 and column 2, lines 34-42); and 

sending said image from said second server to an end-use-device (column 8, lines 56-60) 
over a second path (column 4, lines 4-11 and column 5, lines 50-55; wireless 
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transmission), said end-use-device not capable of receiving files over said first path (column 5, 
lines 50-55; wireless transmission), said end-use-device limited to receiving files of a size less 
than or equal to said specified size (abstract, lines 7-14 and column 8, lines 52-55; capabilities 
of client devices specifies). 

5. Shaffer et al fail to teach converting image data into a plurality of image files. 

6. However, Wecker et al teach a server that splits the content received from a content 
provider into pieces such that it confirms to maximum packet size (column 3,lines 26-32). It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to combine the teachings of Shaffer et al and Wecker et al because Wecker et al's use 
of converting image data into a plurality of image files in Shaffer et al's system would allow for 
data that exceeds the capabilities of a recipients device to be sent to the device allowing for the 
device to rejoin these files to recreate the original file. 

7. As per claim 2, Shaffer et al discloses displaying image (Figure 3, 76,72, and 64; client 
accesses attachment) but fail to teach reassembling at said end-use-device said plurality of 
image files into an end-use-device file and converting said end-use-device file into a file format 
capable of being displayed on said end-use-device 

8. However Wecker et al teach an unpackager and rejoiner on a mobile device (Figure 6, 
212) that receives, unpacks and rejoins a group of packets transmitted. Translation components 
act to reformat and translate the data into appropriate form to be handled by content handler so 
that a user can view the content on a browser (column 9, lines 22-45). It would have been 
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obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine 
the teachings of Shaffer et al and Wecker et al because Wecker et aTs use of converting image 
data into a plurality of image files, reassembling images and displaying image in Shaffer et al's 
system would allow for data that exceeds the capabilities of a recipients device to be sent to the 
device in pieces and allowing for the device to rejoin these files to recreate and display the 
original file. 

9. As per claim 3, Shaffer et al teach the step of transferring said image data to said first 
server over said first path (column 2, lines 30-42). 

10. As per claim 4, Shaffer et al teach that image data is in said first file format and is 
transferred to first server (column 2, lines 30-42) from a user computer (column 1, lines 24-26). 

11. As per claim 5, Shaffer et al teach receiving image details and recipient end-use-device 
data (column 4, lines 64-65 and column 6, lines 23-27). 

12. As per claim 6, Shaffer et al teach placing said image details (column 6, lines 23-27) and 
said recipient end-use-device data into image file (column 4, lines 64-65 and column 6, lines 
40-43). 

13. As per claim 7, the claim contains similar limitations as claim 2 above and is rejected for 
the same reasons as claim 2. 
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14. Although Shaffer et al teach displaying images (Figure 3, 76,72, and 64; client accesses 
attachment), Shaffer et al fail to teach displaying image details. It would have been obvious to 
one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention that it is well known in 
the art to display image details along with image. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to display image details in Shaffer et al's 
system along with the image in order to identify the file and file type. 

15. As per claim 8, Shaffer et al teach end-use-device is designated by said recipient end-use- 
device data (column 6, lines 30-53). 

16. As per claim 9, Shaffer et al fail to teach placing a unique header in each file of said 
plurality of image files, said unique header indicating the total number of files comprising said 
plurality of image files, and said unique header also indicating the position of each file of said 
plurality of image files within said image data. 

17. However, Wecker et al teach a header in each packet. The header can contain packet 
number, sequence number, and other headers that provide a unique identification of the packet 
stream that enables a receiver such as a mobile device to assemble packet streams (column 13 
lines 1-15). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Shaffer et al and Wecker et al because Wecker 
et al's use of placing a unique header in each file of plurality of files in Shaffer et al's system 
would allow for data that exceeds the capabilities of a recipients device to be sent to the device in 
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pieces and allowing for the device to rejoin these files to recreate and display the original file by 
using the header of each file to identify the number of files expected and the order of each file. 

18. As per claim 10, Shaffer et al fail to teach reading unique headers from each file of said 
plurality of image files, said unique headers indicating the total number of files comprising said 
plurality of image files, and said unique headers also indicating the position of each file of said 
plurality of image files within said image data; and constructing said end-use-device file by 
joining said plurality of image files in an order indicated by said unique headers. 

19. However, Wecker et al teach a header in each packet. The header can contain packet 
number, sequence number, and other headers that provide a unique identification of the packet 
stream that enables a receiver such as a mobile device to assemble packet streams (column 13 
lines 1-15). The unpackager joins all packets and knows how many packets to expect (column 
13, lines 65-67). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Shaffer et al and Wecker et al because 
Wecker et al's use of placing a unique header in each file of plurality of files in Shaffer et aTs 
system would allow for data that exceeds the capabilities of a recipients device to be sent to the 
device in pieces and allowing for the device to rejoin these files to recreate and display the 
original file by using the header of each file to identify the number of files expected and the 
order of each file 

20. As per claim 11, Shaffer et al teach a specified file size is determined by a maximum file 
size capable of being received by said end-use-device (column 4, lines 25-44). 
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21 . As per claim 12, Shaffer et al teach a first path is a wireline network (column 5, lines 50- 
55). 

22. As per claim 13, Shaffer et al teach a second path is a wireless network (column 5, lines 
50-55). 

23. As per claim 14, Shaffer et al teach a second file format comprises the UUencoded 
format (column 1, lines 51-53). 

24. As per claims 15-51, they contain similar limitations as claims 1-14 above, therefore are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Daniel (U.S. Patent No. 6,272,549); Method for using electronic mail for 
exchanging data between computer systems. 

b. DeJaco et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,745,024); System for preparing and sending an 
electronic email communication using wireless communications device. 

c. Kirani et al (U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0016818); System for optimizing 
delivery of email attachments for disparate devices. 
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d. Beyda et al (U.S. Patent Application No. 2001/0051991); Method for 
management of message attachments. 

e. Johnson (U.S. Patent No. 5,892,847); Method for compressing images. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Ramsey M Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ramsey M Refai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2154 

RMR 

October 31, 2004 




